My Argument
Migrants are not a random subset of the population, conclusions on remittances suffer from a selection effect.
Similar factors determine both migration and remittances, it is necessary to specify an integrated model. This model leads to significantly different conclusions on remittances in two settings:
internal migration in Thailand (1994 Thailand ( , 2000 Mexico-U. S. migration in 1950-200 6 Study Setting: THAILAND From mid-1980s to mid-1990s… …economic growth averaged 9% …economic base shifted from agriculture to exports …rural-to-urban migration reached high levels Household and village censuses (1984, 1994, 2000) Migration histories of all individuals aged 13-41
Remittances to households (1994, 2000) N ~ 12,000 individuals, 3000 migrants 
Why does selectivity matter?
Remittances are observed for migrants, a non-random subset of the population, leading to selection bias.
Threat to external validity: Wrong conclusions about the distributional impact of remittances in the overall population
Threat to internal validity: Potentially wrong conclusions about the determinants of remittances even among migrants
An Integrated Model of Migration and Remittances
Let and be latent variables that measure migration and remittances respectively (1)
(3) Selection bias corrected (2) 
